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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: The preamble of 
Claim 1 , specifically the phrase "The present invention" should be removed. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another fifed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2, 7-10 f and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Burdick et al. (hereinafter Burdick, U.S, Patent No. 6,148,307). 

In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claim 9), Burdick 
teaches a system for storing and retrieving data comprising a network for transmitting 
and receiving data and at least one input system for inputting data in at least a first 
format. A re-formatter receives the data and reformats the data into a predetermined 
standard format. A database coupled to the network stores the reformatted data. A 
loader loads the reformatted data into the database. At least one client workstation is 
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provided, coupled to the network, for receiving database search requests. A front-end 
server, coupled to the network, receives the database search requests and processes 
the search requests, querying the database, receiving reformatted data from the 
database, and outputting the reformatted data. It is an object of the present invention to 
provide a global database of manufacturing data, which may be readily accessed by a 
reliability engineer to provide product performance history for a particular manufactured 
product. It is a further object of the present invention to provide a standardized data 
format for reformatting disparate types and forms of data into a common format, which 
may be stored in a global database. It is a further object of the present invention to 
provide a method and system for tracking a manufactured product or group of 
manufactured products through a manufacturing process comprising a series of 
manufacturing steps performed at different physical locations (Col. 3, lines 7-32; 
compare with Claim 1 (and similarly Claim 9), "77ie present invention provides a 
method of dynamically publishing diverse data in a manufacturing environment, 
comprising the steps of: gathering raw data from diverse sources; translating 
said raw data into a user specified format; loading said translated raw data into 
an application server; summarizing and indexing said translated raw data; 
receiving a user specified request for data; relating said requested data to said 
translated raw data via said summarized and Indexed translated raw data; 
retrieving said translated raw data relating to said requested data; and providing 
said translated raw data relating to said requested data to said user via a user 
interface"). 
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In regard to dependent Claim 2 (and similarly dependent Claim 10), Burdick 
teaches that a GUI provides the client with a variety of options with regard to the format 
of retrieved data from a complex search request. The GUI may allow the client to view 
or browse the produced data, or may reformat that data into one of a number of formats 
corresponding to commercially available database programs (e.g., Lotus 1-2-3®, 
Paradox®, Excel®, RS1®, SAS®, or the like). Thus, engineers within a particular 
production facility or department may download information from database (106) and 
reformat this information into other database programs to meet pre-existing program or 
project needs (Col. 7, lines 65-67; Col. 8, lines 1-9; compare with Claim 2 (and similarly 
Claim 1 0), "... analyzing said translated raw data relating to said requested data; 
and visualizing said translated raw data relating to said requested data"). 

In regard to dependent Claims 7-8 and dependent Claims 15-16, Burdick teaches 
that once raw data (101) has been reformatted into DIS data (103) by reformatter server 
(102), the DIS data is loaded, via loader (104) into local database server (105) to 
produce database (106) (Col. 5, lines 39-41 ; compare with Claims 7-8, "... the step of 
storing said translated raw data in a data management system" and Claims 1 5-1 6, 
"... said data management system comprises databases flat Hie storage 
systems"). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-6, and 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Burdick in view of Subramaniam et al. (hereinafter Subramaniam, 
U.S. Patent No. 5,859,972). 

In regard to dependent Claims 3-4 (and similarly dependent Claims 11-12), 
Burdick fails to explicitly teach either that said user interface is a web browser coupled 
to said application server via a network connection or that said network connection is an 
Internet connection. However, Subramaniam teaches an informatics management 
system (gateway) (10) that provides a user with a WWW (World Wide Web)-based 
virtual computer. The gateway informatics management system (10) comprises a set of 
programs underlying a Web graphical browser interface. The user runs a graphical 
browser (12) (e.g., Netscape, Mosaic) on a client workstation (13) connected to the 
Internet (Col. 4, lines 1-7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Burdick and Subramaniam because 
both inventions consist of client/server systems for accessing data in disparate formats 
from different data sources. However, Subramaniam specifically teaches use of a web 
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browser and the Internet, whereas Burdick simply teaches a Graphical User Interface 
(GUI) and a network named "worldnef, whose definition gives it many characteristics of 
the Internet. The benefit of combining Burdick with Subramaniam would have been to 
be able to use a commonly available web browser and the commonly accessible 
Internet to query and retrieve results from a wide variety of sources. 

In regard to dependent Claims 5-6 (and similarly dependent Claims 13-14), 
Burdick fails to explicitly teach either that said application server is coupled to 
said diverse data sources via a network connection or that said network connection is 
an Internet connection. However, Subramaniam teaches that the gateway informatics 
management system program (10) resides on a server (18) connected to the Internet. 
The informatics management system (10) includes communications services (15), 
translators (16) for information repositories (19A) on a server (18) and remote 
information repositories (19B), and drivers (17) for remote application programs (tools) 
(1 9C) and application programs (tools) on the server (1 9D). The user runs the 
informatics management system (10) from the client workstation (13) with the browser 
(12) with conventional graphical user interface input, i.e., hypertext, pushbuttons, and 
filling in blanks. The informatics management system (10) draws user-specified data 
from the remote data repositories (19B) on the Internet and from data repositories (19A) 
on the server (18). The informatics management system (10) receives the requested 
results from the remote repositories (19B) and the repositories (19A) on the server (18) 
back into the translator (16), which translates the retrieved results back into the user's 
format, e.g. HTML. The communications services (15) then sends the results back to 
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the user's browser (12) (Col. 4, lines 7-26). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Burdick and 
Subramaniam because both inventions consist of client/server systems for accessing 
data in disparate formats from different data sources. However, Subramaniam 
specifically teaches use of a web browser (implying a web or "application server") both 
connected to the Internet, whereas Burdick simply teaches a Graphical User Interface 
(GUI) (on several different types of systems) and a network named "worldnet", whose 
definition gives it many characteristics of the Internet. The benefit of combining Burdick 
with Subramaniam would have been to be able to use a commonly available web 
browser (and server) and the commonly accessible Internet to access and retrieve data 
from a wide variety of sources. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H Blackwell whose telephone number is 703- 
305-0940. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on 703-305-9792. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



James H. Blackwell 
07/15/04 




